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page 210, is simply mystification to the ordinary reader and is, moreover, about 
as incorrect as it can well be. Further the English reader not conversant with Arabic, 
Persian, Kurdish, Turkish, etc., for whom the book is intended, will be still more 
bewildered by the extraordinary number of misprints, inaccuracies, and inconsis- 
tencies, in transliteration of foreign words, proper names, etc. To mention only a 
few glaring examples, why head the book and every other page with the impossible 
and mystifying form Yezidiz, when the final z is simply the English plural ending s 1 
The unfortunate reader who looks elsewhere in encyclopedias or histories for ' Abd 
Mousa al-Al-Aree, Am ibn-al 'As, Ashakr-Astani, page 121, will be sorely disappointed. 
Alton Salhani, K. F. Harper, Schwohohn: Dies Sabien, gutterals, are no better. 

The copy which is now in the hands of the reviewer (June 1, 1010) contains no 
mention of the fact that a large part of the book is substantially a reprint of the author's 
dissertation for the doctorate, published in AJSL, XXV (1908/9), 111-56 and 218-54. 
The proofreading of these articles, done under the watchful eye of George F. Moore, 
is as good as that of the book is bad. The general reader who is interested in the book's 
essential contribution to knowledge will find these articles a safer guide than the 
book. 

M. S. 

Rendiconti delta Reale Accademia dei Lincei. Classe di Science Morali, Storiche 
e Filologiche. Serie Quinta, Vol. XXVI, Fasc. ■f-io°. Rome, 191 7. 
An interesting contribution to Lucretia literature with side lights on the papacy 
in the fifteenth century by Pier Desiderio Pasolini (pp. 645-98) ; a book of Abyssinian 
legends and traditions in a French translation published by Carlo Conti Rossini 
(699-718) ; two Syriac tractates on palmomantics (divinatory interpretation of spasms 
and spasmodic jerkings of various parts of the body), published with a retranslation 
into the original Greek of the first by Guiseppe Furlani (710-32); notes on excavations 
in Italy during 191 7 (733-37); and a list of books presented to the Academy (738-54) 
constitute the interesting and not unimportant, if somewhat heterogeneous, contents 
of this number of the Rendiconti. 

M. S. 
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Warfield, Benjamin B. Counterfeit Miracles. New York: Scribner, 1918. 

327 pages. $2. co. 

For several reasons this is an interesting book. It defends the thesis that with 
the apostolic church miracles ceased. It collates an astonishingly long list of patristic, 
mediaeval, and Roman Catholic "miracles." It rehearses the recent claims of the 
Irvingite gifts, faith healing and mind cure, with a discussion of Christian Science. 
Nearly a hundred closing pages are devoted to illustrative notes. The material was 
delivered as lectures at the Columbia Theological Seminary, South Carolina. The 
most arresting feature of this fluent presentation is a single slight omission which seems 
to have escaped the attention of the lecturer and possibly that of the hearers, but which 
the careful reader will not overlook; no definition is offered as to what constitutes a 
miracle, and hence no test is provided by which to dislinguish "real" from "counter- 
feit" miracles, or even to identify any miracle as "real," even those of the New 
Testament. The work represents a type of thought and method of inquiry, as well 
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as presuppositions, which are out of touch with the modern mind. It will be welcomed 
by those whose mental outlook is bounded by the horizon of two generations ago. 

C. A. B. 

Sinclair, May. A Defense of Idealism: Some Questions and Conclusions. 

New York: Macmillan, 1917. xvii+355 pages. $2.00. 

This is a sparkling piece of writing in defense of the absolute, that unity or reality 
which is all and in all and plays the game of the universe with, by, and for itself. The 
author thinks the deepest word in regard to it is "Spirit," but the term must be left 
"infinitely comprehensive" and "elastic," with a "wide margin for the Unknown," 
and should be understood to include "Life-force" and "Matter" and "Individual 
Self" and "Substance" and "Thing-in-itself" and the "Unknown" and "Unknow- 
able" and "Soul" and "Consciousness" and "Thought" and "Will" and "Love." 
One would think that anything with such a tremendous "swallow" should be more 
than the vague, indifferent absolute of the old idealism. Miss Sinclair calls her 
absolute "rich and concrete" and finds it by jumping out of the frying-pan of episte- 
mology into spiritualism, but her ultimate is still the same old shadowy absolute — 
absolute because the relativity of the world needs it; unity because the multiplicity 
of the world crys aloud for it. One can cover up a great deal of vagueness, however, 
with a blanket term like "Spirit." But, of course, the absolute cannot approve of 
Miss Sinclair's brilliant defense, for how must it feel to have its "appearance" in 
Miss Sinclair administering a "horrible mauling" to its "appearances" in the prag- 
matists and delivering "kicks in the ribs" to its "appearances" in pacific realists like 
Mr. Russell. Still there is no doubt that the manifestation of the absolute in Miss 
Sinclair has a tremendously good time and dances ecstatically among the struggling 
philosophies like the fabled Irishman at the fair, looking for heads to hit. It is enjoy- 
able reading. Miss Sinclair thrusts brilliantly, parries prettily, but her blade does 
not go home. Her defense of idealism will not make converts, and to some idealists 
her reckless concessions to the neo-realism will seem like throwing down the walls. 

Our author hates pragmatism. It is "unsterilized." She is relieved to know 
that "to treat Pragmatism and Humanism faithfully would be to slay the slain." 
Pragmatism has "no philosophical method. It has no logic: it is spineless." "If it 
were carried to its logical conclusions the eternal ideas of Truth, Goodness and Beauty 
would lose their meaning and we our belief in them." And so, relieved from the study 
of pragmatism, Miss Sinclair caricatures it. The scientific-critical school of America 
is ignored; the great work of James is not understood, and an early speculation of 
Schiller's regarding God and matter is presented as pragmatism. The pragmatists 
will be genuinely surprised to know what they stand for. One wonders how the 
absolute can tolerate such ridiculous "appearances." 

Miss Sinclair recognizes that the new idealism has problems. Does the absolute 
spirit exist? It is a hypothesis which best meets the facts. No pragmatist will 
object to that. But why should an absolute spirit "appear" in its desire to "know 
itself"? "Why not?" says Miss Sinclair. That seems to be final. But when one 
thinks of evils which appear in that appearing — evils like war — is it enough to be told 
that "evil is illusion"; that "we are not compelled to attribute reality to badness"; 
that "in the Absolute, goodness and badness are no longer relative to each other"? 
This is maddening, and all the glittering generalities of Miss Sinclair's persuasive pen 
will not make the modern world take that ancient anaesthetic any more. 

A. E. H. 



